OPI

May 31, 2007

To: Responsible School Officials
Directors of Special Education

From: Marilyn Pearson
Acting Director
Division of Special Education

Re: Public Reporting of District Performance Related to Performance Indicators 1 Through
6 and 12 of the State Performance Plan

As required by sections 616(b)(1)(A) and 642 of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA), each
state must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) that evaluates the state’s efforts to implement the
requirements and purposes of Part B of the IDEA, and describes how the state will improve its implementation
and outcomes for students with disabilities. Section 616(b)(2) requires that the state report annually to the U.S.
Department of Education on its performance under the State Performance Plans for Part B of the IDEA.
Specifically, the state must report, in its Annual Performance Report (APR), on its progress in meeting the
measurable and rigorous targets it established in its SPP.

In addition to the above requirements, 20 U.S.C. 1416(b)(2)(C)(ii) and 34 CFR 600.602, the state must report
annually to the public on the performance of each local educational agency located in the state on the targets in
the State's Performance Plan. Because baseline data and/or performance targets have not been established for
all 20 of the performance indicators, the U.S. Department of Education, Office of Special Education Programs
(OSEP), has informed states that they are only required to report district performance for students with
disabilities on indicators 1-6 and 12 this year. These performance indicators address the following: Graduation,
Dropout, Assessment, Suspension/Expulsion, Least Restrictive Environment (ages 6-21), Preschool Least
Restrictive Environment (ages 3-5), and Early Childhood Transition (transition from Part C to Part B).

The district's performance data is 2005-2006 data that was submitted by the district to the OPI as a part of its
child count, exiting and student discipline reporting. We wish to thank districts for their timely submission of
data necessary for this report, and we wish to thank the directors of special education for their time and
attention as we presented information this past year on these new reporting requirements and other changes that
occurred as a result of IDEA 2004.

Each district's performance report consists of seven separate pages, one for each of the performance indicators.
The page will identify the performance indicator and its number (the number refers to the indicator number in
the State Performance Plan), the data source for the indicator, special education count, special education count
for the particular indicator, the upper and lower limit of the confidence interval, the state performance indicator
target and the district's performance status for the indicator (far right column). Data notes have been provided
under each of the reports to assist you in interpreting the data.

You are encouraged to review your district's report carefully.

Following is a link to the districts' performance reports under IDEA.
http://www.opi.mt.gov/PDF/SpecED/sip/06DistrictPerfRpt.pdf

Questions regarding these reports should be directed to Marilyn Pearson at 406-444-4428 or e-mail at
mpearson@mt.gov




DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year: 2005-2006
0861 Absarokee Elem

INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #2 - Dropout Rates
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Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS
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INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives * * * * * * *
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates 10 28 1 (100%) 0.87938 1.00001 0.98 (98%) Met
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:
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INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

0861 Absarokee Elem

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:

OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the
school district is statistically significant. In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,
we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability
of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a
minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:
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INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,
5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or
5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 32 15 0.47 (47%) 0.24969 0.70054 0.5 (50%) Met
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 32 0 0 (0%) 0 0 0.12 (12%) Met
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep 32 0 0 (0%) 0 0 0.018 Met
Schis (1.8%)

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically

0861 Absarokee Elem

developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.

rptDistrictPublicReporting Page 6 of 2989 Tuesday, May 29, 2007



DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:
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District Name
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INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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For School Year: 2005-2006
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INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates * * * * * * &

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:
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INDICATOR #2 - Dropout Rates
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Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
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For School Year: 2005-2006
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INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

0862 AbsarokeeH S

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.

OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the

school district is statistically significant.

In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,

we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability

of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a

minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

0862 AbsarokeeH S

INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,
5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or
5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep * * * * * * *
Schis

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically

0862 AbsarokeeH S

developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

0862 AbsarokeeH S

INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year: 2005-2006
0577 Alberton K-12 Schools

INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates * * * * * * &

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #2 - Dropout Rates

0577 Alberton K-12 Schools

Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates 15 5 0.33 (33%) 0.08664 0.72481 0.058 Met
(5.8%)

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year: 2005-2006
0577 Alberton K-12 Schools

INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives * * * * * * *
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates 34 32 0.94 (94%) 0.80352 0.98429 0.98 (98%) Met
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates 34 13 0.38 (38%) 0.17553 0.64283 0.295 Met
(29.5%)

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

0577 Alberton K-12 Schools

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.

OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the

school district is statistically significant.

In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,

we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability

of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a

minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

0577 Alberton K-12 Schools

INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,
5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or
5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 30 7 0.23 (23%) 0.05886 0.59672 0.5 (50%) Met
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 30 0 0 (0%) 0 0 0.12 (12%) Met
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep 30 0 0 (0%) 0 0 0.018 Met
Schis (1.8%)

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically

0577 Alberton K-12 Schools

developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

0577 Alberton K-12 Schools

INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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For School Year: 2005-2006

INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #2 - Dropout Rates

0536 Alder Elem

Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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For School Year: 2005-2006

INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives * * * * * * *
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates * * * * * * *
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

0536 Alder Elem

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.

OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the

school district is statistically significant.

In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,

we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability

of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a

minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

0536 Alder Elem

INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,
5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or
5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep * * * * * * *
Schis

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically

0536 Alder Elem

developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.
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For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

0536 Alder Elem

INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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For School Year: 2005-2006
0376 Amsterdam Elem

INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #2 - Dropout Rates

0376 Amsterdam Elem

Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives * * * * * * *
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates * * * * * * *
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.
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INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

0376 Amsterdam Elem

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.

OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the

school district is statistically significant.

In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,

we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability

of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a

minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,
5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or
5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep * * * * * * *
Schis

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically

0376 Amsterdam Elem

developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.
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INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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0236 Anaconda Elem

Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:
3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives NA NA NA NA NA NA Met
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates 194 190 0.98 (98%) 0.94774 0.99203 0.98 (98%) Met
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates 194 68 0.35 (35%) 0.24788 0.46913 0.295 Met
(29.5%)

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient

or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for

special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency

rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is

higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special

education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education

participation rates or proficiency rates.
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INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

0236 Anaconda Elem

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.

OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the

school district is statistically significant.

In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,

we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability

of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a

minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,

5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or

5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 128 46 0.36 (36%) 0.23655 0.50386 0.5 (50%) Met
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 128 2 0.02 (2%) 0.00005 0.66818 0.12 (12%) Met
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep 128 0 0 (0%) 0 0 0.018 Met
Schis (1.8%)

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically

0236 Anaconda Elem

developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate 18 18 1 (100%) 0.82415 1.00001 0.548 Met
(54.8%)

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.
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INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates 11 10 0.91 (91%) 0.6063 0.98487 0.699 Met
(69.9%)

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates 66 0 0 (0%) 0 0 0.058 Met
(5.8%)

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives * * * * * * *
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates 34 28 0.82 (82%) 0.64646 0.92256 0.98 (98%) | Not Met
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.
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INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

0237 AnacondaHS

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.

OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the

school district is statistically significant.

In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,

we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability

of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a

minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,

5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or

5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 66 11 0.17 (17%) 0.0446 0.46123 0.5 (50%) | Not Met
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 66 6 0.09 (9%) 0.01021 0.49089 0.12 (12%) Met
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep 66 0 0 (0%) 0 0 0.018 Met
Schis (1.8%)

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically

0237 AnacondaHS

developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.
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INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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INDICATOR #2 - Dropout Rates
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Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives * * * * * * *
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates 12 12 1 (100%) 0.75755 1.00003 0.98 (98%) Met
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.

rptDistrictPublicReporting Page 52 of 2989 Tuesday, May 29, 2007


http://www.opi.mt.gov/ReportCard/index.html
http://www.opi.mt.gov/ReportCard/index.html

DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

0366 Anderson Elem

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.

OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the

school district is statistically significant.

In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,

we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability

of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a

minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,
5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or
5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep * * * * * * *
Schis

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically

0366 Anderson Elem

developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.
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INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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INDICATOR #2 - Dropout Rates
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Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives * * * * * * *
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates 56 50 0.89 (89%) 0.7776 0.95208 0.98 (98%) | Not Met
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates 56 13 0.23 (23%) 0.08252 0.50393 0.295 Met
(29.5%)

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.
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For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

0474 Arlee Elem

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.

OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the

school district is statistically significant.

In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,

we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability

of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a

minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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0474 Arlee Elem

INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,
5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or
5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 36 22 0.61 (61%) 0.4059 0.78329 0.5 (50%) Met
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 36 0 0 (0%) 0 0 0.12 (12%) Met
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep 36 0 0 (0%) 0 0 0.018 Met
Schis (1.8%)

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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District Name

INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically

0474 Arlee Elem

developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.
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0474 Arlee Elem

INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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For School Year: 2005-2006

INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates * * * * * * &

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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INDICATOR #2 - Dropout Rates

0475 ArleeHS

Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates 19 1 0.05 (5%) 0.00061 0.81451 0.058 Met
(5.8%)

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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For School Year: 2005-2006

INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives * * * * * * *
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates 16 16 1 (100%) 0.80643 1.00002 0.98 (98%) Met
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.
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INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

0475 ArleeHS

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.

OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the

school district is statistically significant.

In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,

we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability

of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a

minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,
5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or
5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 19 16 0.84 (84%) 0.6023 0.94947 0.5 (50%) Met
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 19 0 0 (0%) 0 0 0.12 (12%) Met
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep 19 0 0 (0%) 0 0 0.018 Met
Schis (1.8%)

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically

0475 ArleeHS

developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.
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INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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INDICATOR #2 - Dropout Rates
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Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives * * * * * * *
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates 14 14 1 (100%) 0.78473 1.00002 0.98 (98%) Met
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.
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INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

1215 Arrowhead Elem

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.

OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the

school district is statistically significant.

In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,

we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability

of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a

minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,
5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or
5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep * * * * * * *
Schis

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically

1215 Arrowhead Elem

developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.
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INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

rptDistrictPublicReporting Page 78 of 2989 Tuesday, May 29, 2007



DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #2 - Dropout Rates
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Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives * * * * * * *
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates 26 22 0.85 (85%) 0.64639 0.94304 0.98 (98%) | Not Met
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.
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INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

0800 Ashland Elem

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.

OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the

school district is statistically significant.

In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,

we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability

of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a

minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,

5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or

5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 18 6 0.33 (33%) 0.09673 0.70001 0.5 (50%) Met
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 18 0 0 (0%) 0 0 0.12 (12%) Met
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep 18 1 0.06 (6%) 0.00069 0.81564 0.018 Met
Schis (1.8%)

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically

0800 Ashland Elem

developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.
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INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives * * * * * * *
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates * * * * * * *
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.
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INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

0498 Auchard Creek Elem

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.

OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the

school district is statistically significant.

In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,

we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability

of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a

minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,
5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or
5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep * * * * * * *
Schis

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically

0498 Auchard Creek Elem

developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.
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INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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INDICATOR #2 - Dropout Rates
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Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives * * * * * * *
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates * * * * * * *
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.
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INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

0502 Augusta Elem

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:

OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the
school district is statistically significant. In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,
we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability
of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a
minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,
5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or
5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep * * * * * * *
Schis

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically

0502 Augusta Elem

developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.
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INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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For School Year: 2005-2006

INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates * * * * * * &

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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INDICATOR #2 - Dropout Rates

0503 AwugustaH S

Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.
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District Name

INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

0503 AwugustaH S

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:

OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the
school district is statistically significant. In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,
we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability
of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a
minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,
5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or
5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg * * * * * * *
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep * * * * * * *
Schis

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically
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developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.
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INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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For School Year: 2005-2006

INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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INDICATOR #2 - Dropout Rates

0720 Avon Elem

Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives * * * * * * *
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates * * * * * * *
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.
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INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

0720 Avon Elem

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.

OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the

school district is statistically significant.

In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,

we are 95 percent confident that the differences between the rates are real (significant) and not due to random factors. However, the precision and reliability

of this method is dependent upon having a large enough sample size to be representative of the school district’s population and so, we also employ a

minimum sample size (minimum N) of 10.

If the difference between the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for students with disabilities and the rates for nondisabled students by race/ethnicity
group is statistically significant for a specific school district, the school district is flagged for additional investigation to determine if a significant discrepancy is
occurring in the rates of long-term suspensions and expulsions of students with disabilities in a school year. This includes validation of the school district's
long-term suspension and expulsion data and a systematic review of complaints/mediation/due process information, compliance monitoring and program data.
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INDICATOR #5 - Education Environment Rates

Percent of children with IEPs, aged 6-21,
5A. Removed from the regular class less than 21% of the school day.

5B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or
5C.Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 5A |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 10 8 0.8 (80%) 0.45494 0.95046 0.5 (50%) Met
Class > 80% of day
Indicator 5B |Education Environment Rate -- Reg 10 0 0 (0%) 0 0 0.12 (12%) Met
Class < 40% of day
Indicator 5C |Education Environment Rate -- Sep 10 0 0 (0%) 0 0 0.018 Met
Schis (1.8%)

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 6-21, in a particular educational environment
(District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 6-21, in the state (SPED Counts Total).

The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true education environment
rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance target for education environment
rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence
interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates
for students with disabilities for the specified school year. They are:

For Indicator 5A: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator
target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator
target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’'s education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s
indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5B: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s target rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we
conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is
above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore,
the district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the
state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.

For Indicator 5C: 1) If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the
difference between the district’'s obtained education environment rate for this category and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore,
the district has met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 2) If the state's indicator target is above the upper limit of
the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district met the state's indicator target set for education environment rates for this category. 3) If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the
confidence interval, we conclude that the district's education environment rate for this category is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the
district has not met the state’s indicator target set for education environment rates for this category.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #6 - Preschool Education Environment

Percent of preschool children with IEPs who receive special education and related services in settings with typically

0720 Avon Elem

developing peers (e.g., early childhood settings, home and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special
education settings.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 6 |Preschool Education Environment Rate * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The preschool educational environment rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of students, ages 3-5, in settings with typically
developing peers (District Indicator Count) by the number of students with disabilities, ages 3-5, in the state (SPED Counts Total). Of the seven settings
identified for services, only the settings with typically developing peers are included in this performance indicator. They are: early childhood settings, home,
and part-time early childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings.

To determine the performance status for the district preschool education environment rate, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability
or sampling error. The confidence interval is a statistical method that provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true
preschool education environment rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by which we evaluate if the district has met the state's performance
target for preschool education environment rates for a specified school year. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared
to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator
target set for preschool education environment rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state's indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained preschool education environment rates and the state’s indicator target is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state's
indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with typically developing peers.

2. If the state's indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's preschool education environment rate is higher
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state's indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in
settings with typically developing peers.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s preschool education environment rate is lower
than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for students with disabilities, ages 3-5, served in settings with
typically developing peers.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

0720 Avon Elem

INDICATOR #12 - Children Referred By Part C

Percent of children referred by Part C, prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed

and implemented by their third birthday.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 12 [Children referred by Part C NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI Compliance Monitoring

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Data not available as district was not monitored in the year in which data is being reported.

District performance for this indicator is only for districts monitored in the year in which data is being reported. The OPI reviews a sample of student records
as part of its compliance monitoring activities to determine if children referred by a Part C Service Provider Agency have an IEP in place at the age of three. A

review of student records is to identify noncompliance issues with respect to 34 CFR 300.111 Child Find or 34 CFR 300.124 Transition of children from the
Part C program to preschool programs.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year: 2005-2006

INDICATOR #1 - Graduation Rates

Rate of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to rate of all youth in the state
graduating with a regular diploma.

Indicator |Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 1 |Graduation Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education graduation rate calculation uses a cohort method to measure the proportion of students who, at some point in time, completed high
school. The graduate rate (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of graduates, ages 14-21, in the school year of interest (District
Indicator Count) by the sum of the total school leavers over the last four years (SPED Counts Total). School leavers include students graduating with a
regular diploma, certificate recipients, dropouts, and students who reached the maximum age without receiving a diploma or certificate. The special education
graduate count and special education leaver count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true graduation rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained graduation rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target graduation rate is not statistically different. Therefore, we conclude that
the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained graduation rate is higher than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained graduation rate is lower than the
state’s target graduation rate. Therefore, the district has not meet the state’s indicator target set for special education graduation rates.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #2 - Dropout Rates

1218 Avyers Elem

Rate of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to rate of all youth in the state dropping out of high school.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 2 |Dropout Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Indicator Data Source:
OPI IDEA Part B Child Count Exiting reported annually on June 30.
Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The special education dropout rate calculation uses a status count in which the student's status at the end of the reporting year is used to determine whether
the student is a dropout. This means students who were receiving special education and related services at the start of the reporting period (July 1), but were
not so at the end of the reporting period (June 30) and did not exit special education through any other basis is considered a dropout. The dropout rate
(District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education dropouts (District Indicator Count) by the number of students in special
education (SPED Counts Total). The special education dropout count and special education child count include all students with disabilities, ages 14-21, in
public schools and state-operated programs.

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true dropout rate lies. This range of values becomes the standard by
which we evaluate the district’'s performance in meeting the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.

Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator target is compared to the range of values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in
which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates for the specified school year.
They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained dropout rate for students with disabilities and the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is not statistically significant.
Therefore, we conclude that the school district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education dropout rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is above the upper limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district's obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is lower than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target for special education dropout rates is below the lower limit of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained
dropout rate for students with disabilities is higher than the state’s indicator target. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target for special
education dropout rates.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year: 2005-2006

INDICATOR #3 - Statewide Assessments

Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

3A. Has District met the state’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup?

3B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in statewide assessments.

3C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade-level standards and alternate achievement standards.

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 3A |Assessment -- Meeting AY P Objectives * * * * * * *
Indicator 3B [Assessment -- Participation Rates * * * * * * *
Indicator 3C |Assessment -- Proficiency Rates * * * * * * *

Indicator Data Source:

Indicator 3B-3C: OPI MontCAS Criterion-Reference Test Scores reported annually.
OPI Annual Data Collection Test Cycle Enrollment Count reported annually in March.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students (Indicators 3B and 3C)
or fewer than 40 students for the disability subgroup (Indicator 3A).

Indicator 3A: The data for this indicator is from the NCLB Report Card. For additional information on AYP calculations, please use the following link:

Indicator 3B — 3C: Due to separate data collections, the participation counts for some school districts exceed their enrollment count resulting in a participation
rate of more than 100 percent. In these cases, the participation rate is reported as 100 percent.

Participation rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed (District Indicator Count) by the
number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities participating in the regular assessment (CRT),
with and without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

Proficiency rates (District Indicator Rate) is calculated by dividing the number of special education students assessed scoring Proficient or Advanced (District
Indicator Count) by the number of students in special education (SPED Counts Total). This count includes all students with disabilities who scored proficient
or above in the regular assessment (CRT), with or without accommodations, and in the alternate assessment (CRT-Alt).

To determine the performance status for the district, a confidence interval is calculated to address the issue of variability or sampling error. The confidence
interval provides a range of values within which we are 95 percent confident that the true participation and proficiency rates lie. These range of values become
the standard by which we evaluate the district’s performance in meeting the state’s indicator targets set for special education participation and proficiency
rates. Given a sample size of a minimum of 10, the state’s indicator targets (either participation rates or proficiency rates) are compared to the range of
values of the confidence interval. There are three ways in which a school district is determined to have met or not met the state’s indicator target set for
special education participation or proficiency rates for the specified school year. They are:

1. If the state’s indicator target falls within the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval, we are 95 percent confident that the difference between the
district’s obtained participation rate for students with disabilities or proficiency rate for students with disabilities and the state’s target participation rate or
proficiency rate is not statistically different. Therefore, the district has met the state’s indicator target set for special education participation rates or proficiency
rates.

2. If the state’s indicator target is below the lower limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
higher than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district met (or exceeded) the state’s indicator target set for special
education participation rates or proficiency rates.

3. If the state’s indicator target is above the upper limits of the confidence interval, we conclude that the district’s obtained participation or proficiency rate is
lower than the state’s target participation rate or proficiency rate. Therefore, the district has not met the state’s indicator target set for special education
participation rates or proficiency rates.
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DISTRICT PERFORMANCE REPORT ON
STATE PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

For School Year:

2005-2006

District Name

INDICATOR #4 - Suspension and Expulsion Rates

Districts who have been identified as having a significant discrepancy in long-term suspension and expulsion rates.

1218 Avyers Elem

Indicator [Indicator Name SPED District District Confidence | Confidence State Perform
Number CountsTotal| Indicator Indicator Interval Interval Indicator Status
Count Rate Lower Limit| Upper Limit| Target
Indicator 4A |Suspension and Expulsion Rates NA NA NA NA NA NA Met

Indicator Data Source:

OPI IDEA-Part B Child Count reported annually on December 1.
OPI School Discipline Data Collection reported annually on June 30.

Indicator Data Note:

NA = Not applicable for this school district or count of students in this group is 0.
* = Statistics not reported for counts of fewer than 10 students.

The assessment of a school district’s performance based on long-term suspension and expulsion rates is done by comparing the suspension and expulsion
rates for students with disabilities to the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for nondisabled students. Long-term suspension or expulsion is defined as
a suspension or expulsion that results in removal of a student, out-of-school, for greater than 10 school days or a student with multiple short-term (10 school
days or less) out-of-school suspensions or expulsions that sum to greater than 10 school days during the school year.

For each racial/ethnic group, a statistical test of the difference between proportions is conducted to determine if the size of difference between the school
district’s special education long-term suspension and expulsion rates and the long-term suspension and expulsion rates for regular education students in the
school district is statistically significant. In our comparison of long-term suspension and expulsion rates, we have set a .05 level of significance. This means,
we are 95 percent conf